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May  16 ,  1985

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P 4io2 457 682

Mr .  Char les  Gent
Genwa l  Coa l  Company
P 0 Box L?OL
Hunt ing ton ,  U tah  84527

Dear  Mt .  Gen t :

RE:  Proposed  Assessment  fo r  s ta te  V io la t ion  No .  NB4-2-20-6 ,

,n "  
" "d* . igned  

has  been  appo in ted  by  the  Board  o f  O i I ,  Gas  and
Min ing  as  the  Assessment  0 f f i ce r  fo r  assess ing  pena l t i es  under
uMc/sMc 845 . ] l -845 . f7 .

Enc losec i  i s  the  p roposed  c iv i l  pena l t y  assessment  fo r  the  above
re fe renced  v io l -a t ion .  Th is  v io la t ibn  was-  i ssued  by  D iv i s ion
rnspec to r  sandy  Pru i t t  on  sep tember  2 ! ,  19g5  (Ng4-2 -20-6 )  and  Dav id
Lo f ,  on  November  z ,  I9g4  (Ng4-4 -14- I ) .  Ru le  UMc/sMc 945 .2  e t  seq .
has  been  u t i r i zed  to  fo rmuLate  the  p roposed  pena l t y .  By  these
ru les ,  ?ny  wr i t ten  in fo rmat ion ,  wn ibn  was  submi t ted  by  you  o r  your
agen t  w i th in  15  days  o f  rece ip t  o f  th i s  no t i ce  o f  v io la t ion ,  has
been  cons idered  in  de te rmin ing  the  fac ts  su r round ing  the  v io la t ion
and  the  amount  o f  pena l t y .

Wi th in  f i f t een  ( l s1  days  a f te r  rece ip t  o f  th i s  p roposed
assessment ,  you  o r  your  agen t  may  f i l e  a  wr i t ten  reques t  fo r  an
assessment  con fe rence  to  rev iew the  p roposed  pena l t y .  (Address  a
reques t  fo r  a  con fe rence  to  Ms .  Jan  Brown,  d t  the  above  address . )
I f  no  t ime ly  reques t  i s  made,  a l l  pe r t inen t  da ta  w i l l  be  rev iewed
and the  pena l t y  w i l l  be  reassessed ,  i f  necessary ,  fo r  a  f i na l i zed
assessment .  Fac ts  w i l l  be  cons idered  fo r  the  f i na l  assessment  wh ich
were  no t  ava i lab le  on  the  da te  o f  the  p roposed  assessment ,  due  to
the  }eng th  o f  the  aba tement  per iod .  Th is  assessment  does  no t
cons t i tu te  a  reques t  fo r  payment .

e re ly ,

Mary  Ann
Assessm

on equol opportunity employer



SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES

355 V{es t  Nor th  Temple  t  T r iad  Cente r  Su i te  35O
Sa l t  Lake  C i ty ,U tah  84180-1203

801-518-  5340

PERMI T /f ACT / OLs / O32COMPANY/  M INE

VI  OLAT ION

N84-4 - I4 - I

N84-2-20-6

OF

OF

OF

OF

OF

OF

OF

OF

Genwa I  /  C randa l l

AMOUNT

v.320

960 .

vaca ted

l .  r80

1 .180

840

000

TOTAL  ASSESSED F INE $L2 680

66

005  6Q



WORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0!4PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandal_l

Page I of 3

Nov /f M4-4-14-1

VIOLATION

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

PERI,IIT /f ACT/Ots/O32

HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

OF

I .

A. Are there previous vioLations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of todayrs date?

ASSESSMENT DATE May J.5, 1985 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE lvtay 15, 1984

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N84-2-9-2 3-VO-85 2
f f i - - - i i - T -
8647:I:I- -ii- 

T
N6'4Uf,CI- ----T-- -T--
N84-2:I7:I- ---r;--- 

T-

N84-2-21-1
w

NB4-2-19-1
ffi

N84-2-t-L
Nir34-2-4-1 EC6r T-

J. point for each
5 points for each

p
past violation in a C0, up to

No penciing notices shaLL be counted
TOTAL HISTORY POINTS

II. SERI0USNESS (either A or B)

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

What is
prevent?

the event which the vlolated standard was designed to
Water Pollutlon

v{hat is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violatect standard was designed to prevent?

one year

20

NorF: For_assigrunent of points in parts rr and rrr, the folrowing
applies. Based on the fa-cts suppried by the inspector, the Assessment
Officer wirl determine within whicn catlgory the vioration falls.
Beginning at the-mid-point of the categoiy, the A0 wirl adJust the points
up ol down, utilizing the inspectorrs ind-6peratorrs statements as guiding
documents.

1 .

2 .

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

l . 4
5-9

10-14
15-20

ASSIGN PROtsABILITY

MID-POINT

2
7

12
L7

OF @CURRENCE POINTS 20

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION
i f ication.

ease

Per in was notOF POINTS
Because cox

ffi
built to

sesseo as occur

or tn].s
orrs statement

9 9  L 4 J  .

entered
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l{ould or dici the damage or impact remain within the
exploration ox permit area? No

Tj!il MID-POINT
llithin Exp/Permit Area O-7*.. 4
Outside ExplPermit Area 8-25x L6*In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS E

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS off site to fi due to im-
]y built Discha for 20 3 . rease.

apout Eo spawn.

7.

. tlrook and brown trout were s

B. Hindrance Violations I4AX 25 PTS

I . Is this a potential or actual hinorance to enforcement?

RANGE MID-POINT

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

L-Lz
IV-"5

7
L9

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A OT B)

NEGLIGENCE MAX ]O PTS

Was this an inadvertent violation whlch was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonabl-e care? IF 50 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R lrlas this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
Same? IF SO . NEGLIGENCE;
0R V{as this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtENtiOnal conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGENCE.

47

I I I .

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

No l,bgligence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-3O

A.

MID-POINT
I

23

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS A lack olOlfigence is assesse
building ponci so that the principa .
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IV. G00D FAITH MX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEMENT
Easy nbatement Situation

Inrnediate Compliance
(Inmediately following the
Rapid Compliance
(Permittee used dillgence
Normal Compliance
(Operator complied within

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in lst or Znd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the vioLation)
Normal Compliance 1 to -10*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permlttee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the viol-ated standard, or the plan
subndtted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? easy ASSIGNGOOD FAITH POINTS O

ASSESSMENT SUI'IMARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

-1] to -20*
issuance of the NOV)
-1 to -10*

to abate the violation)
0

the abatement period required)

M4-4-14-1

2A-T
-15-
--il

$  7 .31
'-Jt

Ann Wr

PR0VIDE Al\ EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS operator given from November 2-L6, L9B4
lo abqte (leconstrugt).= Operator c
Deen oone rcvember f6, 1995. Asse

v.

77

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

May 15, 1985_ ASSESSMENT

PRFOSED ASSESSMENT

77L'Q

OFFICER

FINAL ASSESSMENT



U{ORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVIS]ON OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI4PANY/MINE Genwal/Cranda}l Car1yon__ Nov # N84-2-20-6 x

PER}4IT {I ACT/OT5/O7Z VIOLATION 1 OF
x#20 fe - l a f f i ed

I . HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

Page I of 3

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N84-2-21-1 fl

b

A. S9 !h9"9_previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of todayrs date?

ASSESSMENT DATE 5-15-85 EFFE-CTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 5-16-84

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N84-2-9-2
ffi
e6atf,T-
N84-2-I5-I
METTT-
NB4-2-4-f

EFF.DATE PTS
3-70-85 2- - i '__-T_

- i i - r
_T-T_
-ii-- -f-

llm T-

w
N84-2-19-1
N8r-2-14-l
N84-2-r-t

i l 5
----ii--

4

w@ -T-
TM 

_T-

norF: For_assignment of points in parts rr and rrr, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspecior, the Assesiment
0fficer wilr determine within which category the violaiion falrs.
Beginning at the.mid-point of the categoiyr-the A0 will adjust the points
up ol down, utilizing the inspectorrs ind-operatorts statements as guiding
documents.

! Roint for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

r. what is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? Loss of reclamation potential/water pollutlon

fthat is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
vloLated standard was clesigned to prevent?

PROIJABILITY RANGE MID-POINT
None 0
Insignificant 1-4 z
Unlikely 5-9 7
Likely 10-14 12
Occurred L5-2O L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF
erosion and contaminants.

POINTS Failure to protect topsoil from water
Per ins torrs statement loss of

2 .

tation tial is unlikel extent of topsoil loss
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I'JouId or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

TIiil MID-POINT
Within Exp/Permit Area o-7* 4
Outside Exp/Permit Area g-25x 16-In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS 8

PROVIDE AN EXPLAMTI0N F P0INTS Damage would have extended ofl[fg perm:ll
algq if left uncl-recked. Little ac

B. Hindrance Violations lr4AX 25 pTS

1. Is this a potential or actual- hindrance to enforcement?

t .

PotentiaL hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

RANGE MID-POINT

T.T2 7
Lt-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

ilI. NEGLIGENCE MAX 'O PTS

A. Was this an inadvertent viol-ation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonabLe care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R l{as this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF SO - NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtcNtiOnal conduct? IF sO - GRF.ATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGENCE.

11

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

0
1-15

of Fault L6-3O

MID-POINT
I

27

Great of fault

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS PeT tor, N84-2-9-2, /11 was issued
on June 25, I2q4 for the exact same

r to rea
ator

saturate.
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IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 PTS. (elther A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violateo standard'within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEI"€NT
Easy Abatement Situation

Irunediate Compliance
( Irynediately f ollowing
Rapid Compliance
(Permittee used diligence
Normal Compliance

-11 to -20*
the issuance of

-1 to -10*
to abate the

0

the ltOV)

violation)

(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
*Assign in upper or rower half of range depending on abatement
occuning in lst or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hano to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -]1 to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal- Compliance I to -10*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICULT AtsATEMENT?

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION ffi POINTS
warranteo due to the qrantinq of

ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

Per inspector, no good faith was
an extension to compLete the work.

V . ASSESSFIENT SUMMARY FOR

1. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

t./8'4-2-20-5 #r

20-T
-.-TB=-
_-T-

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

49

May 15, 1985 ASSESSMENT OFFICER

77I3Qi

PRFOSED ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT
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U{ORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI,FANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canyon Nov # N84-2-20-6

PERMIT II ACT/OI'/O1a VIOLATION

HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which faIl within 1 year of todayrs date?

ASSESS},€NT DATE 5-15-85 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE 5-T6-84

OF

It

T
N84-2-9-2
ffi
c84-2-I-1
NB4-2-I5-1
II6E:I'T-
N64Z:GI-

3-to-85 2__- i i -T_
- i i - r
----..ii--- 

T-
T-

EIm T

M4-2-21-1
w

N84-2-t 9-1
ffi

N84-2-l-1

1-T-
--ii-

I

@w --T--
-

v-L4-64 r

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending noti.ces shaIl be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

N0TE: For assignment of points in parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment
Officer will determine within which catbgory the vioLation falls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the categoiy, the A0 will adjust the points
up ol down, utilizing the inspectorrs and operatorts statements as guiding
doct-rnents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hi.ndrance (B) violation? Event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 pTS

I .

2.

l{hat is
prevent?

the event which the violated standard was designeo to
Environmental Harm/V{ater Pol}ution

l{hat is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
vioLated standard was designed to prevent?

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
0ecurred

RANGE
0

1-4
5-9

10-r4
15-20

MID.POINT

2
7

12
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS The events as listed are consi.dered

L'

]ikel-y to occur under the qround conoitions existino 5t tfre time of the
.
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7. Would or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

RANGE MID-PO]NT
Within Exp/Permit Area o-7* 4
Qutside ExplPermit Area B-25* 16-In assigning polnts, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or i.mpact, j.n terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAI.4AGE POINTS T2

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Damage would have extended off5j.te. _.1liLr_grease and coal fjnes would have e

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

I . Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE MID-POINT

Potentia] hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

L-Iz
L7-25

7
t9

I I I . NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

MAX 'O PTS

Was this an inadvertent violation which vras unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - NO NEGLIGENCE;
0R was this a faiLure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonabLe care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R tlas this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNteNtiOnal conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGENCE.

25

A.

No l'.,legligence 0
Negligence l-15
Greater Degree of Fau1t 16-70

MID-POINT
8

27

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Assessed upward
areas had been iFsued on three months-EiIor.
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IV. GOOD FAITH MX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEMENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Immediately following the j.ssuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance -I to -10-
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or lower hatf of range depending on abatement
occurrS.ng in lst or 2nd half of abatenent period.

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submj.ssion of plans
prior to physlcal activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee used dillgence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance I to -I0*
(Operator complied within the abatenent period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

PROVrDE AN EXPLANATTON 0F POrNTs per inspector, no good faith warr
4: of October 7, le84. no lorl<.naoAbatement due by October 5, 198

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

t.'a4-2-20-6 {t3

2A
-a-
-r

U

1180.

60

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

May 15, l-985 ASSESSMENT

PRFOSED ASSESSMENT

Wri

7'L1Q

OFFICER Ma

FINAL ASSESSMENT
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U{ORKSFIEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0I4PANY/MINE Genwal,/Crandall Canyon NOV /f N84-2-2O-6

PERMIT II ACT/OI5/O3Z VIOLATION OF

I . HISTffiY MAX 2:5 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending
which fall withi-n I year of todayrs date?

ASSESSMENT DATE 5-15-85 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE
N84-2-9-2 w- NB4-2-21-1
N84-2:I4:I- 

-ii- -r- 
W

ffiI- 
-i i--r

N84-2-r9-1
Nsae;I6:T- -ii-T- 

W

ot vacated,

5-16-84

NB4-2-J-I

- i i - - T -

w@ -T-
EM 

-T_

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 polnts for each past violation i-n a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shalL be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERI0USNESS (either A or B)

N84-2-I7-I r- -]

N84_2:4:r- -f,4Er -r-

PROBABILITY
None
Insigniflcant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

N0fFi For assi-gnment of points in parts II and III, the following
applLes. Based on the facts suppried by the inspector, the Assesiment
0fficer will determine within which catbgory the vioration falrs.
Beginning at the nid-point of the categoiyr- the A0 will adjust the points
up or down, utilizing the inspectorrs and- operatorrs statements as guiding
documents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hincjrance (B) violation? hindrance

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

l. I{hat is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent?

It/hat is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

2 .

RANGE
0

I-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
t7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS



3. WouLd or did the damage or
exploration or permit area?

l{ithin Exp/Permit Area

Page 2 of 3

impact remain within the

MID-POINT
4

Outside Exp/Permit Area 8-Z5x 16^In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or 5-mpact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or envj.ronment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

B. Hi.ndrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. Is this a potential or actual- hindrance to enforcement? actual

Potential hindrance
Actua1 hinorance

Assign points baseo on the extent
vioLation.

RANGE MID-POINT

I-L2 7
L3-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS L7

act
T6i

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS PeT failure to monitor for
baseLine water data hindereci accura de Ene

uI. NEGLIGENCE MAX 30 PTS

Was this an inadvertent violation which y/as unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the faii.ure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF SO - NEGLIGENCE;
0R ttilas this violation thi result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtcntional conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULr-tnRn
NEGLIGENCE.

tV

A.

No |\egligence 0
Negligence I-I5
Greater Degree of Fault L6-3O

MID-POINT
8

23

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS rator was reminded of
monitor in a October 5r I9B3 letFand-- on
as wel.l. as aE oEner tlmes.
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IV. G00D FAITH l'1AX -20 pTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the vioLated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEI,{ENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -1I to -20*
(Innnediately following the issuance of the N0V)
Rapid Compliance 

- 
-1 to -10*

(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied wlthin the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in lst or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -Ll to -20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate thg violation)
Normal Compliance -1 to -10-
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the vioLated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? Easy ASSIGNG00D FAITH POINTS -

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS PeT rrs information faith
does not rrcaote due to extens

, En:-s NUV 1s not vet

VI . ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FORr.m
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

t'€4-2-20-6 #4
-

ZU

L I-18E-

55

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

71L'Q

May 15, 1985 ASSESSMENT

PRFOSED ASSESSMENT FINAL ASSESSMENT
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}'IORKSTIEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI,PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandal} Canyon Nov # N84-2-20-6

PERMIT # ACT/OL5|OVA VlOLATION

HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A, Are there previ-ous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within I year of today's date?

ASSESSMENT DATE 5-15-85 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE

N84-2-21-l

5-L6-84

N84-2-9-2 3-30-85 2
ffi -r- wzJ

-- T-
eff i f , : I -  

- i i -T 
f f i - i i -T

:16:I- T- ffi w@ T
Ii6 7:r- -Ti--T-- ffiw 

--T--

f f iT-
ffio1qsTFfffiE-pT$ PTS-

1 point for each past violationr up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

NOTE: For assignment of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment
0fficer will determine within which category the violation falls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the category, the A0 will adjust the points
up or down, utilizing the inspectorrs and operatorrs statements as guiding
documents.

OF

I .

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation?

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

Hindrance

2 .

I . llhat is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent?

What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
UnlikeIy
LikeIy
0ccurred

RANGE
0

L-4
5-9

10-I4
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF MCURRENCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
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U,loutd or did the oamage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area?-_RFiliF-

MID-POINT
Within Exp/Permit Area O-7* 4
0utside Exo/Permit Area 8-25* 16*In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

B. Hincirance Violations MX 25 pTS

1. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement? actual

t .

RANGE

l-L2
Lt-25

MID-POINT

7
L9

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.

to which enforcement is hlndered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS 18

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS per not hav ]:e
baseline data for four (4) ronths rom asses effects

ratlon on the water

NEGLIGENCE MAX 30 PTS

Y{as this an inaovertent violation which uras unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? ]F S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, Iack of diligence, or lack of
reasonabl-e care, or the failure to abate any violation due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R tlas this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtENtiONAI conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGENCE.

I i l .

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

No Negllgence 0
Negligence 1-15
Greater Degree of Fau1t L6-7O

A.

MID-POINT
I

2V

PROVIDE AN EXPLANAT]ON OF POINTS
for the same problem two months

Per inspector, the operator was citesl
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IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
.EASY ABATEIIENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance -I] to -20*
(Irmediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance 

- 
-I to -10*

(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance 0
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)

iAssign in upper or lower half of tange depending on abatement
occurring in Ist or 2nd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permi,ttee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
prior to physlcal activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -11 to -20*
(Permittee useci diligence to abate the violation)
Norma1 Compliance I to -10*
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the tl0V or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY 0R DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? difficutt ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS -T2

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS tor demostrated
a ing to have reserved ator

the I

V. ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR ta4-2-20-6 lt5

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

ASSESSMENT DATE May 13, 1985 ASSESSMENT

20--
Lt'

T---
-LL

$ eao +'
73L7Q

X PRFOSED ASSESSMENT

OFFICffi Ma

FINAL ASSESSMENT
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I{ORKSHEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

COI"PANY/MINEGenwal/Crandall- Canyon Nov lt NB4-2-20-6

PERMIT # ACT/OL5/O32 VIOLATION

HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall within 1 year of todayts date?

ASSESSMENT DATE EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE

OF

I .

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N84-?-9-2 3-3U85 2
f f i - i i - T -

I6EGI- T--f
NSAUIT:[- 

---r--- -f

N6r4r- T:ItrEE- -T--

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
ta4-2-2L-L
c84-2-2-L
I'184-2-r9-r
N8r-2-14-1
M|4-2-t-1

EFF.DATE PTS
i l 1

TT-
- J-

@ffi 
-T-

T@T 
-T-

TpoinfroGch p
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

N0TE: For assignment of points in parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessment
0fficer wiLl determine within which category the violation falls.
tseginning at the mid-point of the category, the A0 will adjust the points
up or down, utilizing the inspeetorrs and operatorrs statements as guiding
documents.

Is
A..

1 .

this an Event (lt) or Hindrance (B)
Event Violations MAX 45 pTS

violation? Event

2 .

What is the event whlch the violated standard was designed to
prevent? l{ater Pollution

What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
Unlikely
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

1-4
5-9

t0-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

L2
L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS 20

statement, oil was released from the generator into the sediment pond. The
has sLnce1n

15o
tct

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F POINTS Assessed as occurred. Per inspectotrs

lnes



t{ouLd or did the damase or impaet remain within :::"' 
"t

exploration or permit area? No
RANGE MID-POINT

Within Exp/Permit Area O-7* 4
0utside Exp/Permit Area g-Z5x t6*In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
sai.d damage or lmpact, i.n terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS 24

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS Actual extent of to fish
i.s unknown. An t of 200 feet-of-vlsIbIe s

3 .

B .

l. Is this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE

L-Tz
Lt-25

MID-POINT

7
19

Potential hindrance
Actuai. hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

ur. NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

MAX 'O PTS

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R llias this a fallure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, lack of diligence, or lack of
reasonable care, or the failure to abate any violatlon due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this vioLation the result of reckless, knowing, or
iNtcNtional conduct? IF SO - GREATER DEGREE OF FAULT THAN
NEGLIGENCE.

44

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of FauLt

O MID-POINT
1-15

L6-7A
I

2t

STATE DEGREE OF NEGLIGENCE

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS Considered reckless behavior to
rele?se VseQ oil into the sediment po cited
pxevlousry in NOV NB3-z-ll-I.

Greater of fault
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IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 PTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsj-te the resources necessary to achieve
compliance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATE},ENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Cornpliance -Ll to -20*
(Irmediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Compliance 

- 
-I to -L0*

(Permittee used diligence to abate the vioLation)
Normal Compliance 0
(0perator complied within the abatement period required)

*Assign in upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in lst or Znd half of abatement period.

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submissi-on of plans
pfior to physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -I1 to -20*
(Permittee useci diligence to abate the violation)
Normal Compliance I to -I0*
(Operator complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH PCJINTS O

ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR t't84-2-29-6 {t6

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS An extension qranted the ooerator and
the lack of dilig"n"" in t"ying to d
ffi

V.

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

20
T
T_--

92

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

l4ay 15, 1985 ASSESSMENT

PRPOSED ASSESSMENT

77L3Q

FINAL ASSESSMENT


